At. 12, Frederick, *>d. 21701 

6/9/77 



Rep. Yvonne Burke 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear ^rB. Burke , 

I appreciate the personal time you took to phone and assure me that you had not 
spoken of me in an unladylike manner. You could have had a staffer write a letter and 
in that have had to take no time from your own busy life. 

% wife is a woiran who even in anger never employs such words. But long before you 
were boro it was not unccommon usage among col_ege girls# including some who increased 
my vocabulary. 

*our emotion was clear when you phoned ana I did want to hear all you said. I started 
to tell you something J did not finish. '-This letter requires no response but I would like 
you to understand why I phoned *eorge Gardner when t learned about the flap over Kali and 
kevin. If it h d been possible I would have phoned other reporters. 

ft y first book was the first book on the Warren Commission. It went unmentioned in all 
major papers none of which even reviewed it. When my book on the king assassination was 
published it was the only book noVin accord with the official account of that crime. Then 
the «ew York ^imes did assign a roview. Perhaps hatchet-job would be closer. *t engaged a 
partisan who was simultaneously engaged in anti- Angela Davis work for a federal agency. 

I have he Id pres.- conferences to give away secret government records I had obtained only 
at great cost and effort only to have scandalous official misconduct remain unroportod 
save in the minor press. *n short 9 there is no single element of the major media that 
cares about me or ray work and I have known it for more than a dozen years. 

Separate from this are friendly relationships with individual reporters and relation# 
shipts that are not of friendship but of mutual respect. Reporters who do not agree with 
me - and do argu~ with me - seek me out as a source because over the years they know they 
can depend on my word. 

For good or ill the press is an essential in ouf^ society, as I see it. Whether or 
not it reports what I want reported, whether or not from reporters to editors there is 
disagreement with me. I owe an obligation I do meet to the degree I can, to respond when 
I am asked questions. Believe what you will but I do not believe you will find another 
certified to a federal court by the Department of justice as knowing more about the JJK 
assassination and the official investigation of it’ than anyone in the Fli I today. >ly work 
on the king assassination ha3 withstood strong and long esneination in court without any 
successful questioning of any of it. Whan 1 am possessed of this of knowledge I do 

feel an obligation to inform if I am asked. 

u n the other hand, despite strong disagreements with your committee I have not once 
held a press conference to denounce those I believe abused me. I have not written a single 
article about it. * have made no request for fairness-doctrine time even when without even 
a thin cover Mr. Fauntroy said the source of newspaper* stories ought be investigated, an 

infamy and a personal one after I was quoted by name. The defamation of me, personally and 

preserved into perpetuity in your question for continuance, is false, d s pi cable and on the 
part of Snyder and those associated in it with him a self-defamation. It is false and 
to any but the witlear, on the face it is entirely unreasonable. I did write hr. Snyder, 

nalike you he has romainad silent. x our committee, how v r, foolishly wnet ape and will be 

as silent as it can be over its immaturity and silliness. The Baird story to me of 1975 



is not at all the rubbish on which you wasted precious tax monej and sacred committee 
responsibility. If I had held a press conference and distributed copies of the Baird 
letter and then explained it fro^ ay own work and knowledge I could have received much 
personal attention, perhaps sold some bock and done the prospects of your eztention 
no good. x have no such interest. I want to sp-nd what time I have doing ay own work 
now that I have no reason to believe your committee eliminates that need. 

From my personal experience probably before you were bom I am well aware that ^embers 
can becomo the creatures of their staffs. % view on this has not changed. If you doubt 
this ask a member of ycur staff to read my very first writing on political assassinations, 
the Introduction to my first book. Whitewash* The Report on the Warren Report. In th ±3 I am 
also saying that x know there is a limit to what any AU ember can know from personal know- 
ledge, especially a busy Member who i3 on a cocLdttee with a broad mandate and with a 
large staff. 

#ut this does not man that Members ought not be expected to meet the obligations 
they assume by seeking what knowledge they cay obtain from all sources. If any Member of 
your ccm/ittee, including you, has done this I h&ve knowledge of no single instance of it. 

In your complaint about the reporting of your committee whether or/Vou are aware of 
it you did not allege a single error of fact. In your personal interest and in that of 
your cocLittee I do urge you to consider the vast diffar^noe between what you do not like 
and what is not factual. I asdur^ you that the criticisms 1 h&ve read are understated. 

If you doubt me I then urge you to satisfy yourself. I have read your reports and your 
published executive sessions and the one released by ac ident. Iqu might find illuminating 
what the realities are. I guarantee you they are other than you anu the other Members 
were tolu. And I as ure you I will prove it to you if you so desire. Despite njy age and 
impaired health I am satisfied I can do this off± the top of the head without notes or 
any oth^r kind of preparation. **n about 10 days I will b« in Los Angeles, if you ar- there 
and have more time there than in Washington. Art Kevin will know how to r .ach me. 

^hose of us who have occasion to speak extemporaneously and about the controversial 
are not always aware of what we say. We may say - and 1 have learned that I have s-id - 
what we think wo did not, even what ordinarily we would not. when the blood courses and 
the tik-e pressures build the risk of this is greater. I cite you a recent example of your 
own words as I was questioned about them by an eastern reporter. 

On a broadcast you said what increased my respect for you, that there was to~ much 
of the prosecutorial mind on the committee staff. That,. this is painfully obvious is not 
the point. That you had the integrity to state it is. It impressed me. But ttou next thing 
I know a reporter ( not u eorge Lardner) phoned to aak me if I knew of any such statement 
from you because you had told him you*d never said any such thing. 

I am not calling you a liar. Rather am I saying jkhat you as well as I can be the victim 
of the instant media and the unexpected demand. 

My belief is that this also explains your contradiction of Art Kevin, who x know to 
be other than your enemy. Whenever in the past he has had occasion to mention you to me 
it has always been in terms favorable to you. I think the blood rushes, the mind blanks 
and we have no recall, will satisfy me amply to believe you had no intention of leaking 
the Insulting reference. A his will make irrelevant riirtikr whether or not you uttered it. 

As I do not call you a liar I also assure you that from long association that in- 
cludes some trying situations I have never known Art to lie, ot exay&erate or to distort 
Just to make a story. Whatever the realities may be you do him an injustice if you for a 
minute believe he intended doing you personally any harm or in any y beinj unjust. I can 
give you a personal explanation from a different personal involvement. 



There are raters of your staff I believe„wili be honest with you if you ask then 
®“‘ protect them again at retaliation, Donovan Gay know me and my files from his itL.e with 
the Aozug auocomaittee. He was present when at hick Bprague's request I spent the mania* 
of aooit October 20 with Dick and others, including ien Brooten. I spent the afternoon 
in what was then Donovan's olfioe with him there much of the time. User part oi the tine 
and x t m.nl; Xureny .^kers about as much as ^onovaru 

OKr behaved in a Banner that impelled Jonovan to apologize. Nonetheless I agreed for 
nonovan to come here »ith a xerox machine and take what he wanted, "erenjr will toil you, I 
am sure, that whan he came hi re a couple of days later them he left with only a box. full 
of records of which I had uo duplicates ie only because ho did not want to take more. 1 
have never aafcad Donovan why I have not heard from him since. If you went to know pehais 
you mignt ask hiau 1 “ 

four ccnLittee released, a transcript that includes representations about the ling 
case riade by Ozer. I tell you he deceived and misled you - and that when v 0U restricted 
yourselvus to your unknown staff you jeopardized yourselves. 

I also tell you that despite seriouo questions about your first two chairmen and 
Sick is prague I could not have been more helpful or more forthright than I tried to be. 
his is also to say that I did not begin opposed to your committee ae 1 now am. 

With these experiences and ethers when Art was confronted with what I would like 
you to believe i 3 an extraordinarily difficult situation for a reporter and he sought my 

advice I tolc him not to rink taking th. word of any mombar of your staff without eomo 
reason for trust. 

y own reporting experiences began in the late 1920s. I assire you that what your 
people asxvea oi Art confronted him with questions of such e nature that very few reporters 
would have trie- to work out what could be within* accepted ethics of the profession. 

Aak seasoned reporters you probably know* 

y suspicion on this is that there is also a bit o€ sexism, an effort to shift the 
onus onto be Berne, who can quite honestly tell you what she did. "o reporter would have 
sought, to ui&ke any ari angemont with a researcher* 

Especially with the electronic media there is a limit to what could be used on or 
aoout the staff interview ;ith gall. My own journalistic experience, which includes radio, 
telle luo tuau it could not have been much mor-j than what other* who write and are in 
constant touen with your staff would have exceeded, tin reporting of the fact of the inter- 
view, o secrets, not that all can say anything Art did not already know. 

.. . Y °’ 1T 3? ?° k f ' *** not l*>**U*ae with you. Thoy wore so paranoid they refused to meet in 

the best available space, a large sjrbdio, oocauao there were visible microphones in it. 
an you believe a station would jeopardize its license with an overtly illegal act? 

In your own area a reporter named *arr has suffered greatly to bo true to his calling. 
There is no good reporter X know of whom tills is not true. 1 am showing you hem the other 
,T J * 1 ' ara ls yi^tually nothing on which ball and I agree politically and each of us knows 
it. iners 13 not mucu more on widen u -,'orgo bardner doas net disagree with mo. But we have 
known each ether in our disagreements, leso tha* ICCfo disagreements, for more than a decade 
an- know h_a to adhere to traditional othical concepts. So when ho same up to no after 
your paring day ocf or* yesterday I rated him if he'd li« to mrct Hal., off the record. 

Z said 119 waul: '* ***** ® ail « Jha 1 ted Bot sean in nine years, came for m for ua to c 

■ Ma idea - 1 acked ^ ‘Gardner could go alon* ol 
7™ 3 tRr *f* 3“ «€Treed. I,. I nad sc -n any other reporters I knew I would have made the 

* -,y'2° 0]Z at ar4nar ' 3 3tor y 3 ee ^ you find any reference to this. 

Wat that it was all off th© record, either. 






There just ia no possibility that it was any o ther *ay with ^evin. There is a very 
atrorz pos ibility that the paranoia that ha3 characterized your staff wort; an ; has hem 
tfhat can become an enormous political liability to the ^ectbors went .aid# 

Ambers do becam the creatures of their staffs. But it is the Members, not tho 
staffs, who run for re-election# 

Thankr to the departed Sprague you do have, as you said, whether or not you 
remember it, a disproportionate weight of people wii03e minds are conditioned by careers 
of prosecuting, a career in which the ^uest for truth anJ fact is not the assurance of 
success. This ia probably part of uhe problem the ‘fibers appear unable to comprehend 
or unwilling to face# 

In the ti^e I have taken to try to iiufora you there is, as I think you can se-, 
ao possibility of any benelit for me#If you consider what I am trying to tel- you it 
is not iapoa ibla that th re ‘may be soino benefit for you# 



Sincerely, 



harold Weisb rg 



y 



